2001), point to the fact that completely different formations and imaginings of the sensorium invite us to reconsider the very fundamentals of psychosocial and cultural mechanisms. Think for instance of 'participant sensation' as opposed to the ethnographer's 'participant observation', or of 'intimate sensing' as opposed to a GPS analyst's 'remote sensing' (Robben and Sluka 2007; Porteous 1990) .
Notwithstanding the significance of these contributions and despite the wealth of university curricula on the senses in several US universities as well as some in Europe and Japan, the sensorium has not grown into an established cross-disciplinary field, with important insti- ference. Yet, the theme of the conference itself grew out of an awareness that we need to delineate anew the relationships between the senses and the Lifeworld, between the body and its artificial extensions, between the cognitive software of the mind and its biological hardware. During the well-attended four keynote speeches that brought all participants together in one room, while at the same time it attracted a large online audience who watched them on the web through live streaming, it became clear that semiotics, as an intra-disciplinary tool, helps pinpoint the disjunctures between theoretical approaches in different fields of inquiry, but can also highlight the near irreconcilability of certain stances.
It might seem quite hard to keep a conversation going between, for instance, on the one hand scholars who believe semiosis is a faculty of humans after a certain developmental stage, and therefore foreground questions concerning (human) culture, and on the other, scholars who would attribute the sign-producing faculty to all living beings and thus would rather focus on life itself as the realm of communication. The point, however, is not to bridge the differences and reconcile approaches, neither to celebrate some kind of circus of diversity. It is, at this stage, to understand the strengths and the rhetorical-cognitive habitat of each approach, as well as its epistemic-historical background, and to appreciate it for what it is and has yet to achieve. communication.
In dialogue with these positions presented at the conference, the leading figure of what has been termed the 'School of Thessaloniki', the founding member and honorary president of the HSS, Alexandros Phaidon Lagopoulos, seized the opportunity to revisit, in his paper, the discussion on the biological basis for the birth of semiotic systems. He delineated, building upon theses he has published in several studies (Lagopoulos 2009 (Lagopoulos , 1993 , the theoretical premises of a Social Semiotics (as opposed to 'socio-semiotics', as he himself would argue), for which the proprioceptive senses in the body, as well as the rest of the body's biological/ physiological hardwiring, cannot be linked to their corresponding concepts, i.e. to what the 'mind', a social construction, makes of the 'brain', a biological given, in any direct way. Concepts are cultural, and culture is dependent on the material conditions of social existence -a view that insists that semiotics is primarily a social science, and that it is only through this itinerary of culturally determined definitions of the sensorium that one could hypothetically arrive at a legitimate semiotics of the senses. The conference hosted over 90 papers by scholars based in several countries in Europe and beyond. However stressful it can be to have to choose one of four or five promising sessions every couple of hours during three action-packed days, on the whole, the structure of the conference was articulate and comprehensible. Glancing at the program one could anticipate what would in the end turn out to be a dense and rewarding intellectual and social experience.
The simultaneous exposure to different approaches and kinds of inquiry offered the possibility for manifold tangential associations (but also actual connections) between literature and arts, digital media and translation theory, affect and immersion.
Did some general principle for theorizing the sensorium emerge from the conference?
Even if that had been the aim of the whole endeavor in the first place, which it had not, one would have to be suspicious of any definite answer. The discussions last October often incited our enthusiasm and curiosity, and at times touched upon fundamental questions in semiotics.
Studying the senses was recognized as a way to test not only definitions of the sign and of semiosis, but, more relevantly, to explore the mechanisms through which semiotic categories and concepts emerge, rise, fall, get promoted, engineered and institutionalized -or, possibly, interact and mutually enhance one another in new constellations.
The Hellenic Semiotics Society is turning 40 this year and seems to be responding to the economic crisis with resilience. Its last triennial gatherings (in Nicosia, Cyprus, in Volos and Thessaloniki, Greece) have hosted a steadily growing number of papers, with an increasingly international participation. The extrovert profile methodically cultuvated by Hellenic semiotics comes with a resolution for more intersectional exchanges of this kind.
